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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of Claim 

1. This office action is a response for the amendment filed on: 04/05/2007. The current 
status of claims are as follow: Claims 1, 4-6, 8-15, 17-19 and 21-26 are still pending and 
claims 2-3, 7, 16, 20 and 27-41 are cancelled. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 12-13, 15 and 25-26 objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of improper 
dependent form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is 
required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper dependent 
form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. Claims 12 a nd 13, which are dependant 
upon claim 1, recite the limitation of question and answer language of English, Traditional 
Chinese, Simplified Chinese and Pinyin. These limitations are already recited in claim 1. 
Similarly, the same line of reasoning can also be applied with regards to claim 15, 25 and 26. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 1 and 14 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Stansvik US 2003/0027122, in view of Edberg 5,873,111 and in view of Kobayashi 
2001/0019329 

Claim 1, 14 and 15: Stansvik provide a teaching of a computer-implemented method for 
reviewing vocabulary comprising of: using a computer and a graphical user interface on a 
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display connected to a computer and responsive to a user selecting a chapter from a plurality 
of chapters in a text book (see Stansvik paragraph 70), displaying a plurality of vocabulary 
word from a chapter (see Stansvik paragraph 45), displaying a vocabulary word in the question 
language and responsive to the user inputting an answer in the answer language, determining 
if the answer is a correct answer (see Stansvik FIG. 5). Stansvik also provided a teaching if the 
answer is a correct answer is performed by determining whether the vocabulary of the word 
and the answer both match an entry in dictionary encoded (see Stansvik paragraph 57). 

However, Stansvik is silent on what kind of encoding used in the dictionary. Edberg 
provide a teaching in the background of the invention that an electronic dictionary is better 
served when implemented using the Unicode encoding (see Edberg '111 col. 2:7-25 and col. 
3:9-42). Therefore, one of ordinary skilled in the art would have been motivated to use Unicode 
as an encoding system of the word in the dictionary, because Unicode encoding would have 
allow for a better representation of different character/ symbol that is unique of each particular 
language (see Edberg 2:7-25). 

Stansvik failed to provide a teaching where the question language and answer language 
is selected from English and Chinese and user selecting a chapter from Chinese/ English 
textbook or determining wether the vocabulary word and the answer both match an entry in 
Traditional Chinese/ Pin Yin/ English dictionary. However, the examiner takes OFFICIAL 
NOTICE that teaching of English by selecting a chapter from a Chinese-English textbook; and 
selecting answer question and question language in English or Chinese are old and well known 
in the art of foreign language education. Therefore, it would have been obvious that the one of 
ordinary skilled in the art would have been motivated to add the feature of selecting a chapter 
from a Chinese-English textbook; and selecting answer question and question language in 
English or Chinese into the system of Stansvik because it would enable the teaching of the 
Chinese language. 



Application/ Control Number: 10/631,068 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3714 

The examiner also recognized the unique relationship between traditional Chinese, 
simplified Chinese and pin yin as being recognized in the art as writing systems that are 
commonly associated with the Chinese language. Therefore, it would have been obvious for 
one skilled in the art to include the feature of having different Chinese writing system (scripts) 
in order to provide the user with full literacy within the known Chinese writing system. 

Stansvik fail to provide a teaching on responsive to the vocabulary word or the answer 
being in Simplified Chinese, translating the vocabulary word or the answer into Traditional 
Chinese by accessing a Simplified /Traditional Chinese database. However, Kobayashi provide 
a teaching on responsive to the vocabulary word or the answer, translating the vocabulary 
word or the answer into Simplified Chinese by accessing a Simplified/Traditional Chinese 
database (see Kobayashi Paragraph 91 and 46 and FIG. 3). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious for one ordinary skilled in the art to include the feature of translating the vocabulary 
word or the answer into Simplified Chinese by accessing a Simplified/Traditional Chinese 
database, as taught by Kobayashi, in order to show the student the characterization of Chinese 
words using the traditional Chinese or simplified Chinese. 

Claim 4 and 17: Stansvik provided a teaching of displaying a statistic regarding the user's 
performance in answering plurality of question (see FIG. 9 and paragraph 37). 
Claim 10 and 24: Stansvik fails to provide a teaching on changing the font size of the 
characters displayed on the graphical user interface. However, the examiner takes OFFICIAL 
NOTICE that the feature of changing the font size of the characters displayed on the graphical 
user interface is old and well known in the art of document printing and processing. Therefore, 
it would have been obvious for one skilled in the art to include the feature changing the font 
size of the characters displayed on the graphical user interface in order to accommodate user's 
preference for larger or smaller font size. 

Claim 12-13 and 25-26: Stansvik failed to provide a teaching where the question language 
and answer language is selected from English and Chinese and user selecting a chapter from 
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Chinese /English textbook. However, the examiner takes OFFICIAL NOTICE that teaching of 
English by selecting a chapter from a Chinese-English textbook; and selecting answer question 
and question language in English or Chinese are old and well known in the art of foreign 
language education. Therefore, it would have been obvious that the one of ordinary skilled in 
the art would have been motivated to add the feature of selecting a chapter from a Chinese- 
English textbook; and selecting answer question and question language in English or Chinese 
into the system of Stansvik because it would enable the teaching of the Chinese language. 

5. Claim 5-6, 8-13, 15, 17-19, 21-26 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Stansvik US 2003/0027122 and in view of Kobayashi 2001/0019329 
and further in view of Parry et al 6,077,08599 

Claim 5-6 and 18-19: Stanvik fails to provide a teaching on calculating the probability factors 
of vocabulary words, wherein the probability factors determine the probability (or frequency) 
that the vocabulary word appear in question. 

However, Parry provides a teaching of on calculating the probability factors of vocabulary 
words, wherein the probability factors determine the probability (or frequency) that the 
vocabulary word appear in question (see Parry col. 18:60-19: 1 1). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious at the time of the invention for one of ordinary skilled in the art to include the features 
of on calculating the probability factors of vocabulary words, wherein the probability factors 
determine the probability (or frequency) that the vocabulary word appear in question, as taught 
by Parry, into the combination of Stanvik and Kobayashi because it would enable the system to 
optimizes the study time by identifying areas where the student need to focus on (Parry Col. 
3:5-20). 

Claim 8-9 and 21-22: Stansvik fails to provide a teaching where if the response to a 
determination that the answer is correct, decrementing probability factor for the vocabulary 
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word and if the response to a determination that the answer is incorrect, incrementing 
probability factor for the vocabulary word. 

However, Parry provide a teaching where if the response to a determination that the answer is 
correct, decrementing probability factor for the vocabulary word and if the response to a 
determination that the answer is incorrect, incrementing probability factor for the vocabulary 
word (see Parry col. 18:60-19: 1 1). Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the 
invention for one of ordinary skilled in the art to include the features of on if the response to a 
determination that the answer is correct, decrementing probability factor for the vocabulary 
word and if the response to a determination that the answer is incorrect, incrementing 
probability factor for the vocabulary word, as taught by Parry, into the combination of Stansvik 
and Kobayashi because it would enable the system to optimizes the study time by identifying 
areas where the student need to focus on (Parry Col. 3:5-20). 

Claim 10 and 23: Stansvik fails to provide a teaching where is responsive to a determination 
that all vocabulary words in a chapter have a probability of one, indicating that the chapter is 
completed. 

However, Parry provide a teaching where is responsive to a determination that all vocabulary 
words in a chapter have a probability of one, indicating that the chapter is completed (see Parry 
col. 19:51-55). Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention for one of 
ordinary skilled in the art to include the features of on if the response to a determination that 
the answer is correct, decrementing probability factor for the vocabulary word and if the 
response to a determination that the answer is incorrect, incrementing probability factor for 
the vocabulary word, as taught by Parry, into the combination of Stansvik and Kobayashi 
because it would enable the system to optimizes the study time by identifying areas where the 
student need to focus on (Parry Col. 3:5-20). 
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Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1, 4-6, 8-15, 17-19 and 21-26 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

7. Applicant's arguments and amendment is effective to remove the 112 2 nd paragraph 
rejection towards the independent claim 1, 14 and 27. The rejection has subsequently been 
withdrawn. 

8. The applicant argues that previous prior art does not disclose the teaching of giving the 
user an option to choose from four different answer and question languages. Both the 
previously presented prior art and the currently applied prior does not explicitly provide such 
teaching. However, the examiner disagrees with the applicant's interpretation that the 
choosing between Pin Yin, Traditional Chinese and Simplified Chinese constitutes choosing 
between different languages. The examiner also recognized the limitation of traditional 
Chinese, simplified Chinese and pin yin as being recognized in the art as writing systems that 
are commonly associated with the Chinese language. Hence, the examiner treating such 
limitation to mean choosing between Chinese and English language for the answer and 
question languages. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Robert J. Utama whose telephone number is (571) 272-1676. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Pezutto can be reached on (571)272-6996. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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